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Interest Indication Model: Attraction May Lead One to Be Seen As Funnier
We propose that humor is exchanged between individuals in courtship and other domains to establish potential relationships or maintain existing ones. Due to discrepancies in valuing potential relationships, people need to seek clarity on their intended partners' views of these relationships. For example, Person A may desire B as a friend or mate, but B may favor other individuals for these roles. For ongoing relationships, the relative costs and benefits underlying the relationships may change over time for each person, hence the need for ongoing assessment of the relationship. In this process of establishing new relationships and assessing existing ones, humor may allow individuals to implicitly communicate their interest and gauge the corresponding level of agreement from others. That is, by initiating humor, a person may be implicitly suggesting interest in a new or already established relationship. To the extent that the audience is also interested, they will respond positively.
Why is humor needed to implicitly convey relationship interest? Why not just describe interest overtly and ask for agreement? Although people can take a direct approach, there are reasons why a more indirect approach might be advantageous, and thus, adaptive. First, there may not be enough information to make an outright commitment to or rejection of a relationship.
For instance, when individuals initially meet, it may be unclear to either side whether the other person would make a good romantic partner, friend, or coalitional ally. Similarly, partnered individuals who are losing interest in each other may not be ready to abruptly end a relationship.
As such, humor may allow individuals to indicate the direction of their interest and to build (or deconstruct) relationships incrementally.
Second, because an indication of interest conveys much less information than an evaluation of a full relationship, the costs of being rejected for an indication should be lower.
Such costs include future possibilities for the relationship and one's reputation. For example, if a man asks a woman up front for a relationship but is rejected, this particular door may be closed and his reputation and ability to attract other mates may suffer. In contrast, humor initiation may yield an indication of interest without incurring such consequences.
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Third, by using humor, one can gauge the strength of a potential or existing relationship without revealing his or her ultimate motives, which may extend beyond the establishment of a relationship. For example, if one needs to confide in and elicit the assistance of someone concerning an important matter, he or she may wish to first assess the strength of various relationships before choosing who.
The interest indicator model is consistent with literature emphasizing laughter's function of communicating mirth (Weisfeld, 1993) . Human laughter is thought to be related to the chirping noises that rats make (Panksepp & Burgdorf, 2003) and the open-mouth expressions and panting grunts that primates make during play or tickling (e.g., Goodall, 1968; van Hooff, 1976) .
In response to others' physical activity (e.g., tickling), individuals display such signals to communicate pleasure and to encourage the initiator to continue (Harris, 1999; Provine, 2000; Weisfeld, 1993) . At some point, the function of laughter may have been co-opted to expand its original purpose of expressing physical pleasure to more broadly communicating pleasure in various social situations (Alexander, 1986; Caron, 2002; McGhee, 1979; Porteous, 1988; van Hooff, 1976) . Furthermore, through the co-evolution of laughter and language, humor initiation and appreciation may have emerged as a way for individuals to initiate and maintain different social relationships.
Differences Between Interest Indicator and Sexual Selection Models
Considering that a good-genes sexual selection perspective and the interest indicator model both address the underlying function(s) of humor, it is important to note key differences between these two views and thus, what the interest indicator model potentially adds.
Differences exist in at least four dimensions: 1) Function. According to the sexual selection perspective, humor primarily serves a showing-off function; according to the interest indicator model, humor is used to communicate relationship interest. Thus, whereas sexual selection suggests that humor causes attraction to occur, interest indication predicts that humor initiation and perceptions of humor are driven by Evolutionary Humor 8 attraction. Consistent with the interest indicator model, the same exact joke can be perceived as highly funny or unamusing depending on who tells the joke.
2) Differentiation from general conversation. Because a good-genes model emphasizes the conveying of intelligence, it does not necessarily differentiate between humor and general, intelligent conversation (i.e., both should be able to highlight cognitive skills). In contrast, the interest indicator model points to the specific function of humor to communicate interest. That is, although saying something creative or intelligent might be a way of showing off to a potential mate, saying something humorous should specifically convey relationship interest.
3) Direction of discourse. Research adopting a sexual selection perspective has emphasized the importance of men initiating humor and women responding (e.g., . In contrast, an interest indicator model emphasizes that any individual who is interested in a relationship should be more likely to initiate and respond positively to humor.
4) Scope.
Whereas sexual selection theory states that humor evolved in the courtship domain and thus, emphasizes humor's function in mate choice, the interest indicator model applies equally to humor's function across all social domains. That is, just as people use and desire humor not only in courtship, but across all types of social relationships and across the different stages of those relationships, the interest indicator account provides an underlying framework for how humor functions across diverse social relationships.
In summary, the interest indicator model of humor makes multiple explicit predictions about how, when, and why humor should be used and be perceived by others, and these predictions differ from those derived from a good-genes sexual selection view.
The Current Research
The overall goal of the current research was to provide insight into the ultimate function of humor. To this end, the interest indicator model is proposed as a possible explanation. We focused not on performing an exhaustive test of this model, but rather, on examining particular aspects of the model in an area that has an alternative ultimate explanation. Specifically, we investigated four questions for which the interest indicator model tends to make different Evolutionary Humor 9 predictions than a good-genes sexual selection perspective: a) Does humor lead to attraction or does attraction lead to humor exchange? b) Is interest in a relationship conveyed more clearly by humor than by general intelligent conversation? c) Do both men and women find humor initiation and appreciation to be important in their communication of interest? d) Do the same humor dynamics exist in social domains outside of courtship? To address these inquiries, Study 1 used a survey format, Study 2 was an online dating experiment, and Study 3 used a behavioralobservation paradigm.
Study 1
We examined people's initiation of interaction and their responses to another person's humor, and tested two hypotheses about humor's function derived from the interest indicator model. First, whereas sexual selection research emphasizes men's initiation of humor to women in the courtship domain, the interest indicator model predicts that both sexes are more likely to initiate and respond positively to humor not only when interested in potential relationships (courtship), but also when desiring to maintain existing relationships. Second, whereas a sexual selection account does not necessarily differentiate between humor and general, intelligent conversation, the interest indicator model predicts that initiation of humor specifically, rather than general conversation, should depend on whether individuals are romantically attracted to a potential mate or satisfied with an ongoing relationship.
Method
Participants. Participants were 46 undergraduates at a large southwestern university. Design and Procedure. Within-subject variables were domain (courtship, long-term relationship), interest (attracted/satisfied, not attracted/satisfied), and interaction type (conversation, humor). Participant sex (male, female) was a between-subjects variable. Each participant answered questions under four different scenarios. We asked them to "imagine that you meet someone new in person, and you feel romantically attracted to them" (courtship, attracted condition) and to "imagine…you are not romantically attracted to them" (courtship, Evolutionary Humor 10 unattracted). We also asked participants to "imagine interacting with your current long-term romantic relationship partner" (or, if not applicable, to "imagine being in a long-term romantic relationship and interacting with your partner"), and "you feel satisfied with the relationship" (relationship, satisfied condition) and "imagine…you feel unsatisfied with the relationship" (relationship, unsatisfied). For each of these four (counterbalanced) scenarios, participants answered the following questions using a 9-point scale (1 = extremely unlikely, 9 = extremely likely): 1) "How likely would you be to initiate some general conversation"; 2) "How likely This specific pattern of findings suggests that there is something particular about initiating humor, relative to general conversation, that indicates one's interest in a relationship. The findings also indicate that humor initiation functions similarly for both sexes in both courtship and existing relationships -men and women were especially likely to initiate humor when romantically attracted to a potential mate or satisfied with an existing relationship partner.
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Response to other's humor initiation. We also analyzed the likelihood that a positive reaction would occur in response to another person's humor initiation. An ANOVA produced a domain x interest interaction, F(1,44) = 57.68, p < .001, r = .75, as people indicated that they would react more positively to a potential mate's humor if they were romantically attracted (M = 7.00, SD = 1.02) than not attracted (M = 6.22, SD = 1.14), and even more positively to a relationship partner's humor if they were satisfied with the relationship (M = 7.41, SD = .99) than not satisfied (M = 4.62, SD = 1.83). This applied to both sexes, though relative to one another, men's response to humor in courtship depended more on being attracted than did women's, whereas women's responses to humor in existing relationships depended more on being satisfied, F(1,44) = 6.68, p = .013.
Discussion
We found that for both sexes, humorous interchange may function distinctly from general conversation as an interest indicator in two social domains-in courtship and in an established relationship. When romantically attracted to someone new or when satisfied with an ongoing relationship, both sexes reported being more likely to initiate humor than general conversation; however, when not attracted or not satisfied, both sexes reported being less likely to initiate humor than conversation. Put another way, whereas people were somewhat more likely to initiate conversation when attracted or satisfied than when not attracted or satisfied, they were especially more likely to initiate humor when attracted/satisfied versus not attracted/satisfied.
Also consistent with an interest indicator model of humor, both sexes' positive responses to humor depended on being romantically attracted in a courtship situation and even more on being satisfied with a long-term relationship partner. In courtship, men's responses depended more on being attracted than did women's, whereas in existing relationships, women's responses depended more on being satisfied than did men's.
Study 2
Study 1 suggested that people may initiate and respond positively to humor specifically to show interest when they are romantically attracted to that person and when they are in a good Evolutionary Humor 12 relationship with that person. To experimentally investigate the interest indicator model's hypothesized causal relationship between romantic attraction and humor, we designed Study 2 to test if one's initial attraction towards a potential mate predicts how humorous one finds that potential mate when the mate introduces himself. We were especially interested in testing this hypothesis because whereas a sexual selection perspective suggests that humor should lead an individual to be more desirable, an interest indicator model predicts that desirability should lead a person to be seen as funnier.
Method
Participants. Participants were 92 women, aged 16 to 53 (M = 23.2, SD = 7.4), and 51 men, aged 18 to 55 (M = 23.2, SD = 8.6). Participants were recruited from a www.facebook.com advertisement (n = 116), and from the introductory psychology pool at a large southwestern university (n = 27; analyses did not differ when this smaller group was excluded).
Design and Procedure. Participant sex (male, female) was a between-subject variable and target choice (first, last) was a within-subject variable.
1 Participants were presented with a mock internet dating website with these instructions:
Researchers in the psychology department who study attraction and mating are setting up an online dating site for students to meet each other as an alternative to the bar and party scene. We would like your help in reviewing some of the people who have thus far put up profiles.
Participants were presented with a webpage simultaneously displaying headshot photos of four candidates of the sex to which they indicated attraction (opposite-sex for all but three participants). The photos were selected from a photo database of college-aged individuals, where each photo was pre-rated for physical attractiveness (1 = extremely unattractive, 9 = extremely attractive) by 16 undergraduates. Each participant saw two candidates with relatively attractive photos (females: Ms = 7.44, 7.63; males: Ms = 7.09, 7.47), and two candidates with relatively unattractive photos (females: Ms = 2.58, 2.69; males: Ms = 2.53, 2.80).
Evolutionary Humor 13
Each target was then presented individually with the headshot photo and some filler information (e.g., horoscope sign, favorite music, favorite color). All target photos were then simultaneously presented on one page again. On that page, participants indicated how attracted they are to each candidate (1 = not very, 9 = extremely) and ranked the candidates in order of preference as a long-or short-term romantic partner (counterbalanced).
Participants were then told that thus far, two candidates had recorded audio introductions that they could listen to. In actuality, four different introduction dialogs were pre-recorded by two men and two women. Each introduction was similar in length (2 minutes) and style, and contained three attempts at humor (e.g., "I am a fun loving, caring person who is unique -just like everyone else"). An audio recording from one of the two men or one of the two women (depending on the sex that a participant indicated attraction to) was randomly paired with each participant's first-choice candidate, and another audio recording from the other man or woman was randomly paired with each participant's fourth-choice candidate. For example, if the firstchoice candidate was randomly paired with recording 3 from male-voice 2, then the fourthchoice candidate was randomly paired with recording 1, 2, or 4 from male-voice 1. We used the first-and fourth-choice candidates to maximize any difference in preference.
Measures. Participants then viewed their first-and fourth-choice candidates (counterbalanced) on separate webpages, each with an audio introduction. Subsequently, participants answered various post-audio questions pertaining to each of these two candidates, using a 9-point scale (1 = not very, 9 = extremely). Among these questions were items pertaining to key variables: "How funny (humorous) am I?"; "Do I have a good sense of humor?"; and "How attracted are you to me?". Because emotional warmth is a key dimension in mate preferences (Fletcher, Tither, O'Loughlin, Friesen, & Overall, 2004) and emotionality can come across in speech, we also included items to see if judgments of humor and attraction might be due to differences on emotionality and warmth: "How emotionally expressive am I?" and "Would I be a warm person to others?". Responses on the two humor questions were aggregated into a within-subjects humor-reaction composite (first choice α = .87; last choice α = .88), and Evolutionary Humor 14 responses on the emotional expressiveness and warmth questions were aggregated into a withinsubjects interpersonal-warmth composite (first-choice α = .62; last-choice α = .81).
Results
We used SPSS's general and mixed linear models to analyze the data. Participants' rank ordering of targets reflected the targets' physical attractiveness: 95% percent of participants' first-choice candidates had physically attractive faces, and 94% of participants' last choices had unattractive faces. humor: first-choice candidates were considered to be more humorous than last-choice candidates, and this difference was attributable to the greater reported attraction toward the first-choice candidates before the audio introductions.
It is possible that the audio introductions may have provided additional information on targets' interpersonal warmth. As such, we examined whether perceptions of interpersonal warmth mediated (Baron & Kenny, 1986 ) the relationship between initial attraction and humor reactions. Looking at first-choice targets, the three variables were all intercorrelated, ps < .001.
When humor reaction was regressed onto initial attraction, the coefficient was significant, b =
.47, SE = .10, p < .001. When humor reaction was regressed onto warmth and initial attraction, the coefficients were significant for both warmth, b = .73, SE = .11, p < .001, and attraction, b = use of humor in personal introductions did not, on average, increase attraction toward the candidates; however, people became less unattracted toward physically unattractive candidates to whom they initially reported the least romantic attraction.
Discussion
The experimental evidence in this study was consistent with the interest indicator model:
initial attraction to a potential romantic partner and interest in a romantic relationship with such a person (both based mostly on physical attractiveness) predicted subsequent responses to that Evolutionary Humor 16
person's humor attempts and perceptions of that person's sense of humor. Thus, being desirable led targets to be seen as funnier. Mediation analyses suggested this was in part due to increased perceptions of interpersonal warmth. That is, initial attraction toward a target also led to greater perceptions of warmth in the target's humor, which were then associated with more positive evaluations of the target's humor. Whereas a sexual selection perspective would predict that a humorous introduction should increase attraction, being funny did not make all targets more desirable. However, a humorous introduction did increase people's attraction for the targets they least preferred for romantic relationships -targets who were mostly physically unattractive.
Results suggest that this may also have been related to interpersonal warmth attributed to these targets and raise the possibility that humor initiation may serve as a compensatory strategy for physically unattractive individuals.
Study 3
The first two studies offer initial support for the interest indicator model of humor. 
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Design and Procedure. Participant sex (male, female), humor initiation (yes, no), and response (positive, flat) were between-subject variables, and target sex (male, female) was a within-subjects variable. Participants were briefly introduced to speed dating and told that they would watch an actual speed dating round that was recorded on video.
Sexual selection accounts of humor have tended to focus specifically on male displays of humor (e.g., . Because we were interested in examining the interest indicator model of humor relative to a sexual selection account, we decided to conduct this study with men (rather than women) as displayers of humor. Thus, we focused on one direction of humor exchange by controlling whether men initiated humor and whether women responded favorably.
To construct the recordings, we employed a film industry writer to write four speed dating scripts. In each script, a man walked over to a female contestant, introduced himself, and sat down across from her. He then talked pleasantly with her, asking 9-10 questions over the course of a 5-minute conversation. The scripts were written to reflect a 2 (humor, no humor) x 2 (positive response, flat response) design. In two of the scripts, the man attempted general humor throughout the conversation. In the other two scripts, the man did not explicitly attempt humor Evolutionary Humor 20
We examined if interest conveyance effects were also due to perceptions that targets displayed emotionality or simply initiated conversation. First, we regressed male interest onto humor initiation, male emotional expressiveness, and male conversation initiation. Humor initiation, β = .19, t = 3.47, p < .001, and expressiveness, β = .14, t = 2.46, p = .014, were significant predictors. Next, we regressed female interest onto humor initiation, humor response, and their interaction, and the male and female items for emotional expression and conversation.
Coefficients were significant for male conversation, β = .11, t = 2. interest in seeing each other again depended on whether humor was initiated, and whether the response to humor was positive.
We also regressed see-again interest (male-female composite, α = .77) onto humor initiation, response, and their interaction, and both male and female expressiveness and conversation items. Coefficients were significant for female expressiveness, β = .12, t = 2.41, p = .017; male conversation, β = .08, t = 2.01, p = .045; and female conversation, β = .25, t = 4.95, p < .001. At the same time, perceptions that candidates' see-again interest depended on humor exchange remained significant, β(initiation x reaction) = .26, t = 3.59, p < .001.
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Initiator's romantic desirability. To see if female participants' own view of male targets' romantic desirability varied as a function of the male targets' initiation of humor versus general conversation and the female targets' responses, we ran an ANOVA using the male romantic desirability composite as the dependent variable. There was just a nonsignificant trend counter to what would be predicted by a sexual selection view, whereby participants ascribed lower romantic desirability to male targets who initiated humor (M = 3.29, SD = 1.44) than those who did not initiate humor (M = 3.75, SD = 1.54), F(1, 149) = 3.40, p = .067, r = .15.
Discussion
In this behavioral observation study, participants viewed video recordings of individuals interacting in speed dating sessions. Two key variables were experimentally manipulated: humor initiation and response. Results indicated that when a person initiated conversation with humor, he was perceived to be communicating more romantic interest than when he initiated an engaging conversation without humor. This suggests that there is something specific about initiating humor -and not just conversation in general -that indicates interest toward another person. When responding positively versus in a flat manner, the respondent was perceived to be communicating more romantic interest. However, this was especially true in response to humorous versus non-humorous conversation, meaning that romantic interest was highest when positive responses were made to conversation containing humor attempts. In addition, both contestants at the end of the round were perceived to be most likely to want to see the other again when there were positive responses to humor in the round. These findings suggest that there is something specific about responding positively to humor -and not to conversation in generalthat communicates mutual interest in a relationship. Further analyses indicated that perceptions of conversation initiation and emotional expressiveness also positively affected interest (with beta weights indicating similar magnitudes as for hypothesized dynamics) and that the hypothesized humor dynamics held after controlling for these variables. Considering that people appear to inherently recognize humor as an interest indication tool in relationships, this study supported the dynamics of humor predicted by the interest indicator model. In contrast, results
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did not support the sexual selection view that humor initiation increases romantic desirability.
Female participants did not perceive the male targets to be more romantically desirable if the male targets initiated humor.
General Discussion
The existence and underlying function of humor has always been puzzling from an evolutionary perspective. In this paper, we proposed and investigated an evolutionary modelinterest indication -in comparison with another evolutionary model: sexual selection. A sexual selection model suggests that humor evolved as a mating display to signal intelligence and genetic fitness (Miller, 1998; 2000) . We suggested that humor may have another important underlying function: indicating interest in initiating new relationships (romantic or otherwise) and maintaining existing ones. Compared to the sexual selection model and research drawing on sexual selection, our model predicts that both sexes should generally initiate humor when interested in a relationship; they should do so across different social domains; humor should be seen as funnier when coming from an already desirable person; and humor is inherently different from intelligent or engaging conversation. Results across three studies supported predictions derived from this model. In Study 1, both sexes reported being more likely to initiate humor and to laugh in response to humor when they were initially attracted versus not attracted to a potential mate. Importantly, this effect remained the same outside of the courtship domain:
individuals who were already in a committed relationship initiated and responded similarly to humor.
Study 2 found experimental evidence that initial attraction and interest in a potential relationship predict judgments of humor. Specifically, both sexes considered targets to whom they had indicated greater romantic interest and attraction to be subsequently more humorous than targets to whom they had indicated less interest and attraction. In 
Reconciling Between Interest Indication and Sexual Selection
Although results supported the interest indication model, they were not completely incompatible with the sexual selection model. In Study 2, humorous audio introductions led to increased attraction toward targets who were physically unattractive and least preferred for romantic relationships. Results suggested that this increased attraction may have been due to perceptions of interpersonal warmth garnered from the audio introductions. In Study 3, however,
we did not find a male target's initiation of humor to increase women's perceptions of his desirability as a potential romantic relationship partner.
More generally, although empirical research on human aesthetic qualities has focused on the male display/female evaluation aspect that typifies sexual selection in non-human species (e.g., Griskevicius et al., 2006; 2007) , theory advanced by Miller for the evolution of humor, creativity, and moral virtues proposes that these traits were sexually selected through mutual display and mutual mate choice (Hooper & Miller, 2008; Miller, 1998; 2000a; 2000b; 2007) . According to this broad "fitness indicator" framework, both men and women there may be a higher motivational threshold for using humor than general conversation because humor has higher potential benefits and costs.
Finally, although our view is that humor is similarly valued by men and women, it is important to note that adaptive sex differences exist in various domains, and thus, humor usage should reflect those sex differences. For instance, because the potential costs to men of pursuing sexual partners are lower than to women, men are more motivated to pursue such relationships (e.g., Buss & Schmitt, 1993) and thus, the ones who typically initiate humor in such settings.
However, if both sexes are equally motivated to initiate or maintain a relationship (e.g., a good marriage), then humor initiation should be more balanced between the sexes.
Complementary Theories Across Levels of Explanation
Whereas ultimate explanations focus on the underlying function of traits, proximate explanations focus more on how traits operate (e.g., Mayr, 1961) . For a complete account of any phenomena, both perspectives should be considered. In this regard, findings from the interest indicator model are consistent with more proximally-oriented models, including the view that humor serves a social probing function (e.g., Emerson, 1969; Goffman, 1967; Kane, Suls, & Evolutionary Humor 25 Tedeschi, 1977) . Although people are interested in knowing the intentions, values, and reactions of potentially important others, etiquette may prevent one from directly asking (Kane et al., 1977) . In such cases, a humorous remark can be made to indirectly reveal information about one's own attitudes. If the audience responds with laughter, that would indicate agreement. If not, then disagreement is indicated and the humorist can avoid accountability by taking refuge in the non-seriousness of humor (Goffman, 1967; Kane et al., 1977; McGhee, 1979) . For instance,
an observational study at a bar found that men often made humorous sexual remarks toward women. Women who laughed in response appeared sexually interested, whereas women who ignored the remarks did not appear interested (Walle, 1976) . These results were interpreted from a social probing perspective, whereby humor is used to safely communicate inquiries that would be potentially offensive to the target if brought up directly.
Whereas social probing focuses on individuals safely exploring specific taboo topics by suggesting them in a humorous way, the model we have presented contends that humor functions more broadly to initiate social relationships regardless of whether a relationship is suggested in the humor. Indeed, we found that humor may communicate attraction and romantic interest toward a potential mate even when attraction, sex, or romance is not suggested in the humor.
More broadly, our model posits that humor may function as a way for individuals to indicate interest toward potential as well as existing relationships in a variety of social domains, including not only courtship, but also relationship maintenance, family relations, friendships, status hierarchies, and self-protection.
Although we have focused on humor's role in indicating and confirming relationship interest, use of humor may also affect the quality of relationships. For instance, Campbell et al. with an opposite-sex individual who is known to be partnered, for example, should be less rewarding than with a potential mate who is known to be single. Likewise, a person who states up front that he or she is interested may induce less humor initiation from potential mates than someone who is more ambiguous about his or her interest.
Implications and Future Directions
More generally, if humor is used in initiating, escalating, and maintaining relationships, we would hypothesize that the amount of humor exchanged between people should vary with how negotiable relationships are. Such a distinction might be found in societies with high social mobility and relatively transient relationships versus societies with low social mobility and more permanent relationships. For instance, we would predict there to be less humor exchanged between potential partners and between spouses in cultures wherein marriages are arranged and divorce is less of an option. Similarly, in some cultures (e.g., Asian), the norm is for parents to invest in their children well into adult age, and children tend to comply with their parents with regards to important matters such as career, mate choice, and finances. With less need to negotiate this arrangement, there should also be less humor exchange between parents and children. Such phenomena may also be consistent with a fitness indicator model, in that in such social arrangements, there may also be less need for individuals to competitively display fitness.
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Given the dearth of cross-situational data, it may be informative for 
Conclusion
Considering that it is hard to imagine forming and maintaining meaningful relationships with mates, friends, allies, family members, and other associates without the use of humor, it is somewhat shocking that "humor" does not even appear in social psychology textbooks (e.g., Martin, 2007) . Indeed, the interest indicator model-and the supporting research presented here-suggests that humor can function as a key diagnostic tool for both facilitating and maintaining social relationships. Understanding how the nature of relationships may underlie humorous exchange may shed some light on multiple interesting phenomena, including why describing a previously humorous incident often fails to reproduce the heartfelt laughter that was shared firsthand between individuals. Consistent with the interest indicator model of humor, "you had to be there" may be a suggestion to a second-hand audience that they lack the perspective needed to understand the exact relationship between the first-hand individuals.
